• Residents in communities adjacent to truckcongested freeways, where elevated levels of carbon monoxide, diesel constituents, and ultrafine particles have been documented (Zhu et al. 2002) • Residents living near ports, in whom there are elevated rates of oropharyngeal cancer and certain lung cancers, according to an analysis of cancer by census tracts in Los Angeles County (Mack 2004) • Residents who breathe ambient air pollution full of traffic-related pollutants, in whom there are higher rates of cardiovascular disease and death (Jerrett et al. 2005 ) and reduced lung function (Gauderman et al. 2004) • Residents who live near rail yards, ports, and other goods movement facilities, who endure high noise levels, traffic congestion, visual blight, and other community impacts • Infrastructure (marine terminals, highways, bridges, rail lines, and rail facilities), which must be repaired or expanded, often at taxpayers' expense, to keep pace with the surging imports. The burden of disease from transporting imported goods longer and longer distances is growing, at both U.S. and overseas ports. According to the California Air Resources Board (CARB), the agency that regulates air pollution in California, Air pollution from international trade and goods movement is a major public health concern at the statewide, regional and community level. Adverse health impacts from the pollutants associated with goods movement include but are not limited to premature death, cancer risk, respiratory illnesses, and increased risk of heart disease…. Adverse birth outcomes, effects on the immune system, multiple respiratory effects, and neurotoxicity are additional potential health effects. (CARB 2005a) Also, evidence is growing that low-income, minority communities are disproportionately impacted: Health risk at the community level is of special concern because exposure is highest near ports, rail yards, and along high volume truck traffic. The Californians who live near ports, rail yards, and along high traffic corridors, are subsidizing the goods movement sector with their health. (CARB 2005b) Surely, one asks, these problems must be solved by strict emission controls on ships, trains, and trucks and the ports and rail facilities they traverse. Surprisingly, no, say air pollution regulators. According to the South Coast Air Quality Management District (2005), the agency that regulates air pollution in Southern California, a) more than 90% of oceangoing vessels calling on U.S. ports are foreignflagged, with emissions covered by weak International Maritime Organization standards and no U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) controls; b) federal emission rules for locomotives are more lenient than for other emission sources, and new U.S. EPA rules have not yet been issued; c) emission rules for trucks are in effect, but some old truck engines will be on the road for decades; and d) although some ports are working on new emission control programs, ports continue to be sources of large and growing quantities of emissions.
This situation calls out for stricter local, state, national, and international rules to protect workers and residents from the health effects of air pollution. It also calls for more epidemiologic and exposure assessment studies, as well as sophisticated cost-benefit
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Editorial analyses, of the impact that promotion of international trade and goods movement is having on residents' and workers' health-and whether being a "distribution economy" is the best strategy for the U.S. economic future [see, for example, economic questions raised by Haveman and Hummels (2004) ].
Such an analysis would need to include a) externalized health costs of air pollution, including all health end points; b) the cost of loss of manufacturing jobs and benefits of goods movement jobs; and c) other community impacts (noise, aesthetics, traffic congestion, accidents, and costs of expanding infrastructure to handle rising imports).
The issue of international trade, ports, and goods movement lies at the intersection of globalization, economics, transportation, land use planning, sustainability, and health. An environmental health research funding partnership could help bring these diverse interests together as a means of documenting health impacts and searching for public health solutions. Such an innovative effort could be led by the National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences (NIEHS) and involve, at least, the U.S. EPA, the Department of Transportation (including its Federal Highway, Federal Railway, and Maritime Administrations), the Department of Commerce, the Department of Labor, the Office of the U.S. Trade Representative, and the Transportation Research Board of the National Academies.
Finally, as transportation and elected officials around the country call for expanding the nation's infrastructure (ports, marine terminals, highways, rail lines, and facilities) to promote growth in international trade, there is an urgent need-and a challenge-for "health" to become a more central part of the policy discussion.
